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■ 3ENTEMIHG MEMORANDU \ OF THE JNITED STATUS OF l MERICA 

The Unit3d States of Ai.erica respectfully s ibmits this Sentenc- 
irg Meuorandui to a~d the court n Imposing se r;ence ir this case. 

I. 

Introduction 

T e defendants, Jane FCember and Morris 3udlo g : were each 
found guilty, following a jury triaL, of nine counts of aiding arc 
abettiig burr.lary in the s cona degree. The e .denc^i which 1 3d the 
jury t:> retu: n these guilt verd'.ctn revealed .hat during the years 
/5?3 to 197( the defenda its ordered the cerrmissi-*n of trazen, 
svstesatic a d persistent burglaries of Unit 3d Sta. ;es Government 
offic i. fl; .*ir purpose wa to rcnsack these offices o' all documents 
of in crest to the or^ani satior which they e 1 -- the Guardian’s 
Offic ! of tie Church of Scientology -- in rde * :r .-ecun total 
cxemp:ion fr m taxation aid tc protect Scie i ;oi 's fcu.icer, L. 
Rcr Hibbard. In the pr« cess, from their hea..quarte-s in East 
Grir.scead, England, they hallenged and atte. pted *;■» undermine th~- 
judicial arc governmental structure of the UrLted States. They did 
so bj fraudulently using the Freedom of Informatioi Act (rOIA) i ** 
a earner nc/er intended ty the Congress cf the United Stal * c :. 

iis thi: Court heard these defendants set air ut filing F' 
reruists w:l h various Government agencies ir, order, inter i lia , * 
caus; theso agencies tc gathe** all the requested documen* s in z 
central re?>sitory f c r tie r« view process oandatel by the FOIA. 
Once the Guardian’s Offi jc discovered when i these documents were 
loccted, tt ay began a systematic pi-lagin*; cf that >ffice -- repeati 
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arid surreptiticusly breaking into that office, taking the documents, 
photocopying them with Government equipment and sipplies, and 
replacing them in the Cover ment files so that, in 1 he words of 
defendant Budljng, these thefts would not be uncovered 
P Notwithstmding the fact that they had obtained : llegally ail 
'the documents they were see :ing, the y procee ded to fi.‘ e FOIA suits 
l in the courts of this couitry, complaining that t\ e particular 
vjovernnent agtncies had not given them all the documents to which 
they were entitled. Thus, t ley perpetrated a fraud upoi. the American 
judicial system. They came, into the American courts with unclean 
hands, seeking documents which they had already obtained by viola¬ 
ting the law3 of the United States. After abusing the trial courts, 
they proceeds! to abuse th appellate courts never d .sclosinj that 
they vere erf aging in liti ation in bad faith, total .y heedless of 
the weste of judicial re. curces involved. Such conduct, which 
strikes at th 2 very heart ol the Judicial system, canno . be tolerated. 

"hese c.' fendants addi ;ionally ordered the thef 4 of documents 
and rnwraorand.. of attorneys ‘^presenting the United Sta ;es Government, 
a par ;y against whom the} had instituted a variet * of lawsuits. 
They did sc to discover tie attorneys’ legal strategy and gain an 
unfair strategic advantage in the courts. In effect, they violated 
the attornej-client privi!ege of ^\ery litigant who opposed them, a 
fact which they seek to ol fuscate by ccapliining in ead faith, that 
their own a ;torney-client privileges ware violated Such conduct 
cannot be p* rmitted in ou • judicial system. 

Once tweir emissarie 1 were caught in the midst of one cf their 
criminal acts, the defencants orchestrated from England a massiv 
obstruction of the due at minis .ration of justice. Such ou .rageous 
conduct, which, we submi , thi • Court can consider under standards 
recognized by tne Suprem 1 Cou:t, strikes at the v<ry hear: of our 
judi:ial system -- a system whj :h nas often, at crucial times in ou*’ 


history, * eer. the savio of 0 ir- institutions. 
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Moreover, a review of the documents seized from the two Los 
Angeles, California, officer of the Guardian’s Office -- including 
log books of messages from th me two defendants -- show the incredible 
and sweeping nature of the criminal conduce of thes j defendants. 
Indeed, Guardian Program Oner 158, and some of the ot.ier orders in 
evidence, hav< already pro\ided the Court with a gl:mp 3 e of this 
j conduct. There crimes included: t.he infiltration and theft of 

documents froc a number of .prominent private, nation ll ^ and wor ld 
organizations law firms, newspapersand_ private^^citizens ; the 
execution^of smear campaigns and ba J for the so 1 e 

purpose of destroying private individuals who had attempted to 
exercise their First Amendnant rights to freedom of e:pressici; the 
framing of private citizen who had been critical o’ Sclentalogy, 
including the forging of documents which led to the indictment of 
at least one innocent pers<n; and violation of the c. vil rig.its of 
prominent private citizens and public officials. These are but a 
few of the c: iminal acts cthese two deferdants whi :h, we submit, 
give the Court a glimpse 0 the heinous and vicious nature of their 
crimes. 

In view of the severi ;y of the crimes of which the defendants 
Keaber and F.idlong were corvicted, the high level of their positions 
in the organ .zational hierarchy of the Guardian’s Office, compared 
with the positions held by heir nine co-defendants whe were convicted 
after a non-jury trial \ ased on an unceatested stipulation of 
evidence, a3 well as the 1 dditior.al information whicn we now bring 
to this Court’s attention ve submit that the public interest 
t demands the imposition of substantial terms of incar:eration. This 

^ Court mu3t lake it cleai beyond peradventure tha ; the criminal 

conduct of .hese two def< ndants cannot be countenanced, aid that 
anyone who sets about ma s'terminding and executing the crimes of 
\ which they ere convicted user ard then tampers wi;h the judicial 
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system as th€y have, will te dealt with in the most severe terms 
provided by the law. 

II. 

The Uv 

The right of this Cour t to consider evidence of other crimes 
prior to imposing a sentenc» has long been recognized. It is well 
settled that before making [a sentencing] determination, a Judge 
may appropriately conduct an inquiry bread in scope, largely 
unlimited either as to the -cind of information he may consider, or 
the source from which it my come." United States v. Tucker , 404 
U.S. 443, 446 ( 1972). Ccurts have a duty to ob ain as much 

information a? they can ab ut a convicted defendants background, 


charact »r, 

and conduct, cr .nir.al or* 

otherwise, so that they 

can 

impose a sentence to 

fit ;he circumstances cf the case and 

the 

individual 

defendant. 

See United St 

at os v. Grayson, 438 U.S. 

41 

(1978); 18 

U.S.C. § 

3577 (1976). 

Thus, hearsay assertions 

are 

admissible 

, Williams 

v. C c.'lr.r.ora, 

358 O.S. 576 (1959), as 

is 


information about prior crises committed by the deferdant, even if 
the indictments for those crimes are pending, United States v. 
Metz , 470 F.2d 1140 (3d Cir. 1972), cert , denied , 411 U.S. 919 

( 1973); or the defendant neve:’ tried for the other crimes, 

William s v. 1ev York , 337 .S. 241, 244 (1945); or tha charges were 

dismissed without an adjucication on the merits, United States v. 
Doyle , 348 F.2d 715 (2d Cir.), coLi* denied , 382 U.S. 843 ( 1965); 
United Staton v. Needles , 472 F.2d 552, 655 (2d Cir. 1973); or the 
defendant otherwise avoided conviction. United States v. Jones , 
113 U.S. App. D.C. 233, 3C* F.2d 190 ( 1962), cert , denied, 3"2 U.S. 
919 ( 1963); United States . Cif ircU i, 401 F.2d 312, 514 (2d Cir.), 

cert , denie d, 393 U.S. }<37 (1965). Even facts developed in 

prosecutions where the def j;;dant was acquitted can b*^ considered by 
the sentencing Judge. Ur ited S tates v. .' »• ei? , 45* F.2d 181 (2d 

Cir. 1972). 
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In addition, the Court can consider all the circumstances 
surrounding a defendant's : onvictior for the present crime. A 
court is also warranted in iicraasing the sentence when it believes 
that the defendant has urn ermined the Judicial system through 
repeated perjury. United St ites v. Grayson , supra . 


/ 


/ 


hi. 

The Charges or Which the Defendants Were 
Convicted and tle Continuation of the Burg- 
laries after Me; sn-ar and Wolfe Were Caught . 

Each of the two defen.ants now before the Court were found 


guilty of nine counts of aid: ng and abetting_sec_ond_degree burglaries 


of government offices at the Internal Revenue Service, the Department 
of Justice anu the office o' an Assistant United States Attorney in 
this very courthouse. The evidence at their trial proved beyond 
any douDt tha; the defendan not only commanded and directed these 
burglaries bu; also receive 3 the fruits of the burglaries — copies 
of the stolen Government d icuments -- and that they commended and 
^warded their subordinates far tr.sir success in these criminal 
S \^ndeavcrs. Eased on this cvervheining evidence, with which this 
Court 3s intimately familiar, a jury returned unanimojs verdicts o 
guilty against both defend, nts. 

The evidence further shows, however, that the defendants did 
not stop their elaborate .cheaes on June 11, 1976 /hen they were 

informed that Michael Mel i:ier and Gerald Dennett V'olfe had been 
confronted by the Federal Bureau of Investigations in this very 
courthouse during one of their attempted burglaries. Indeed, to 
the contrary, the evidence overwhelmingly demonstrates that the 
defendants continued to is .ue Guurdisn Orders and directives command¬ 
ing crimes identical to t .cae for which tiey have leen convicted. 
We submit that such evidence is probative at a sen -encing because 


it brings into focus mor than anything else the refusal by the 
defendants to live by t .s l.w -- their apparently intractable 
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conviction that they are so: ehow abo/e the law, Thin is illus¬ 
trated by Mrs. Hubbard’s st .tement on the witness stznd that she 
and her codefer.dants, inciting these two defendants, felt they 
could do to otners whatever they perceived, however erroneously, 
others were doing to them. Thus, they created the "Intelligence" 
or "Information" Bureau beca use they decided they had no use for 
the lawful remedies provide! by our legal system. See e .g. : 

\tX 

‘"Government Exhibit No. 2 a . trial. Such behavior, we submit, 
cannot be tolerated in any c. vilized society. 

The folio- ing is a sac >ling of a few of the directives and 
orders which show that th< defendants continued tl.eir illegal 
activities beyond June 1976: 


Date and Exhib .t 


Order or Communication 


(Gov't Exh. Nc. 1C9) 
(Exh. No. 1 hereto) 


15 October 19/6 
(Gov’t Exh. No. 107) 
(Exh. No. 2 hereto) 


27 May 1577 
(Gov’t Exh. No. Ill) 
(Exh. No. 3 hereto) 


Compliance Export Re: Gu irdian 
Pro -.«/ r_ 0 • M oar i; .3C-.2 r Operati ig^Target 
5. or £c '.ties for penetration 

of Gov'- - nmsnfc agencies. Uaong 
a v r -:ncitargeted for penetration: 

CIA, FBI, Defense Communications 
Agsn:v. Federal Protective Service, 
Fede-ci Bureau cf Prisons, Office o f 
the ?re.:ident and Vice Presider X 5f 
the Unite:*'Stal'osT^the Tnfted crates 
Senate, and the Administrative Office 
of the 'J.S. Courts. 

Defendant Bud long to Richard Wei*;and: 
"Attached is a project which can be 
utilise! to debug and accomplish any 
infiltritir.g target you ray have 
trouble with in your area." Budlong 
demands that *[e]rich time it is :.mple- 
rented ... 3 1 VW is to be notified." 
The attached prr.lect is cilled WE WER * 
NEEDLE . Major Target : "To success¬ 

fully irfiltrate" (name of agency or 
organ:?ition) to locate ind obtain 
their files on the C of S." 

Defendant Jana Member reissues Cuard- 
ian Frcgrir Order 156 as GPgaO 158 R 
(Reissi.?), While- cracking the pre¬ 
vious order of 5 December 1975 it re¬ 
fines and changes sore of the tar¬ 
gets. Defendant Budlonj’s tit!.e ap¬ 
pears .^mediately before Kember’s 
name a; cn-s end cf the orter, indicating 
he :pp “cved t hi oruer. 
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3 June 1977 
(Gov’t Exh. No. 112) 
(Exh. No, 4 hereto) 


i. 


7 


. U.S. Secretary W.V. Hermarn Brendel 
^ in a communication sent to defendants 
Tenter and Budlong also lists priorities 
for B 1 U.S., including cbtaining all 
U.S. Government files, anc U.S. 

District Attorney, Los Angeles, files. 

It lists various operations against 
private individuals and organiza;ions 
and state agenc.es inducing getting: 

> (1) Susan Mondale "checkeJ out; n 
*.(2) "Time-Life Looks discredited . " 

\ 

Additionally, based upc l the correspondence between the defend¬ 
ant Jane Kemter and Deputy Guardian U.S. Homing Heldt, there is 
no question but that the efendant Kember directed, encouraged, 
and personally monitored the Guardian’s Office atter pt to attack 
"and destroy Assistant Unite.. States Attorney Nathan Dcdell. Indeed 
on June 6, 1S76, defendant Xember ’.rote to Heldt: 'Have we ever 

done a really thorough B1 investigation of Dodell? . . . let me 

know what B1 found on him • • • want the inteilfigsnce] actions 

looked over . 1 That direct ve wa3 complied with on 29 June 1976. 
See Exh. No. i hereto. The: on Juno } r 1976 defendant Cember telexed 
former co-defendant Heldt: "He: Justice Dodell attack stra;egy 4 
yr desp[atch] 4 June. I : onsids ^ that yr acti ons are excellen t 
and that you are holding the line beautifully. V[ery] W[elll 




D[one] and let me know how it goes. 1 ’ She was given the information 
.on 29 June 1976. See Exh. No. 7 hereto. 

We submit that a mere sampling of the orders and communications 
emanating from these- defe: dar.ts indicates their heavy involvement 
not only in the criminal ctivitieo for which they were convicted 
but also in identical cr minal activities for at least the ye ar 

following t'r.3 FBI’s confr ontatio n_with__j4eisner_and .Wq1£s^ in this 

courthouse. - Such a per\ > 3 i * r 3 pattern of conduct would indicate 


T7 thiie l ember and Bud.'or.g cl-.in trr.t the burglaries were carried 
out sclely to remove "fals i report*. * from Government files, the doc¬ 
uments shov» otherwise. In fact , ons _c _f th* a v.s o; ~^the._Qu a rd_jan a * s 

Office called for th e deTI lirat je false^r,ej piU t AJUkfift v . e £n- 

ment files.'" in V WorTd”^ ii.de*^project issued 16 Se >tember 1975 by 
—(oo: tinned on next page) 
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that the only ^eascn our prof of these crininal ventures encs in 
June 1977 is -;nat the search js took place on July 8, 11,77. Ono can 
only speculate as to vheth< r these illegal activities were ever 
terminated by :hese defendant. 


(1/ continued from precedi ig page) 

aide David Gaiman, Deputy lusrdimn for Public Relations World-Wide, 
an^ operation is ordered tc plan: fal^s information ii U.S. Security 
' agency computers, " to ho le up t. ? ^crican ^security^ ns j^ldlc ul e, a s 
outlined in the GO by 1?T p>; iVcr £5e sn ~plan as *75" take a 
cat with a pedigree name • • and to get the name .ntoa computer 
file, together with a recced whether it be criminal, social welfare, 
driving or whatever; and to build c*e sequence of events to the 
point where the creature lolds a pr.v.s conference aid photographic 
to ry results." The proj .*ct cfllsd for the use of plants to place 
the false i lformaticn in c U.S. security agency «omputeru. See 
Exh. Ho. 5 hereto. 
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IV. 

The Obstruct .on of justice 

The seized documents de lonstrate beyond peradver.ture that 
the_two defendants before thf Court for sentencing, Jane Keaber 
and Morris Budl^ng, from the .r securo haven in East Grinste.id, 
England, orchestrated a massi\e cover-up, obstructing the adminis¬ 
tration of justice in the l.nitecj States. They suppressed and 
fabricated evidence to be pr rented to investigating authorities 
and the grand jury in order ta insulate themselves and Scientology 
from liability for the crimes which they had ordered and committed, 
including the nine burglaries of which they now stand convicted. 
In so doing, they committed ^ rimes ranging from harbor .ng a fugi¬ 
tive to s uborn l lg perju ry. lot only lid they commit tnese crimes 
against the American judicial system, bit they did so with impunity. 
Examples from a few of the se .zed documents provide a flavor of the 
hrazenness and inglemindedne ;s with which these two defendants set 
about obstructing the Aseric m judicial system. We submit that 
this Court not only can, but indeed should, consider tl is evidence 
in assessing the culpability :f these defendants and th-: likelihood 
of their rehabilitation, or lick of such likelihood. 

A. As to Jane Kenber , t re following are summaries of but a few 
of her communications which show her clearly at the .ielm of the 
conspiracy to obstruct justice: 

Date and Ex hibi t C csaunicstion 

Jane Keaber sends telex tc Hen¬ 
ning Helcit: 

"Re: Guardian's Office D.C., 
Evaluation. Lea/e Herbvt [Meisner] 
where he is. If Patsy [Meisner] 
not CX work out other solution." 
[Complied to Movecber 18 , 1976]. 

Jane Keaber send3 telex tc Henning 
Heldt: 

f *Kenning. I am totally overrun 


June 25, 1976 
GVW Log Book, 

?. 141 (Exh. Kc. 
6, hereto) 


October 29, 19^6 
GVW Log IBook, 
p. 149 (Exh. Ho. 














9 hereto) 




November 1, 1976 
GWW Log Book, 
p. 150 (Exh. No. 10 
hereto) 


on rot getting vital date from BI 
li es. I want the following data 
in full. ?,o: MM [Mike Meisrer] and 
yo tr Boffin eval which has not even 
be .-n received at WW. Are you having 
tr ) uble witn MM [Meisner - ] anc why ? 
r T ant full report and precis e 
dc i-hlia* ? nat ?.re the possibilities 
ox Grand Jury inv e stigation ? T 
w£ ~ z full d et ails . Why does the CSG 
Try Sue iiuoaard] ordered time sche¬ 
dule have to be altered to a:vait the 
oi tcose of the Silver [Wolfe] trial. 

It MM pleaced guilty could hs then 
jtst say nothing or appear to be 
t: pe 3 [cre.oy]? Will you plaase get 
a full report c: this whole scene* 

w thout any Justifications as to 

s curity being the reason for with- 
h >ld of vital data. Much lcve, Jane." 

J .ne Keabe- sends telex to Penning 
Hjldt: 

" Problems appear to be with MM [Mels - 

r. rrT ~(l) Qverta [thoughts against 

3 :ientology] been pulled [i e., 
c ravr. out of him in an audi .ing 
session]?; (2) Is he produc:.ng? (3) 
l explained that coope ra¬ 
ti on out cf the question ; (4)any- 
( ne explained why we want Silver's 
<ase handled first?; and (5) anyone 
«.x plrined he will not open lls mout h? 

it 


Mov ember 1, 19' f/ - 
GW-Log Book, 

]>. 151 (Exh. No. 

.11 hereto) 

November 12, 1 9*^6 9 
jWW Log Book, 


p. 

155 

Exh. 

No. 

12 

hereto) 


January 


1977 

GW In 

1 Log 

Eook, 

P. 

162 

Exh. 

No. 


13 hereto) 


April 20, 1977, 
Exh. No. 14 
hereto) 


are Kemb«;r to Henning Helct: 

E'.C. MM [Meisner] Mess. Flease 
;©t BI data up the line fait and 
-Iso data on urgent situations." 

fane Kenbsr to Henning Helct: 

'Re: H«r;ert [Meisner]. That 
sounds much better. Please let 
me knew wnsn his overts have been 
pulled." [See E>:h. No. 10. supra], 

Jane Camber to Henning Heldt: 
"Henning, Please send me a list of 
all the people who know ab )Ut the 
M [Meisner] cycle. Then please 
report or how you are getting eyes 
cnly actually being duplicated and 
all extraneous people off, repeat 
eff, the lines. Much love, Jane." 

Handwritten letter from Jane Kember 
to Her.ni ig Heldt: 

[Jane Keiaber sets out in cetail the 
present plans fer the cov*r-up, and 
asks wha: is causing the celay in 
completion of the cover-up. She 
concludes: "Picase write a detailed 



























11 £JL o ^t whic: actually answers these 

(/ £ju s tior.3 • • . ,r ). 

B. As to Hcrrl3 Budlong , the seized documants clearly show 
that every detail of the cover up had to receive his specific approval. 
For example: 


Date and Exhibit 


Communication 


September 28, 1376 
(Exh. No. 15 
hereto) 


November 2, 197o 
'.Exh. No. 16 
hereto) 


December 1, 1976 
(Exh. No. 17 
hereto) 


January 24., 1977 
(Exh. No. 18 
hereto) 


fr Ho Budlong to Dick Weigr.nd, DGIUS, 
cc: to Jane Kember: 

Sets forth plan for harboring Meisner 
as a fugitive (change his identity, go 
ii to hiding) and obstructing Justice by 
hcvir.g Wolie plead guilty, giving no 
d* tails of the reason for being in the 
ccurthouse. Concludes: "If any of th<. 

a eve is not clear, please ask immediate 
a " - don t t want any confusions on what has 

t be done »" 

M> Budlor.g sends telex to Greg Will«rdson, 
DjGICS, criticizing the Information Bureau 
f >r handliig the cbstructior of justice by 
i ;:sslf without help from the Legal Bureau. 
C includes: 

f Rect ify this immediately . BI handles 
s sburity and keeps M TMeis ier] anc. Silver 
[Volfe] cheered up. Legal handles the case* 
s.ii Legal handling. You w .11 wrap all o: 
II round a telegraph pole if you continu. 
tnis way. Send full explanation by telex , 
1 ove, Mo. r 

’ o >!o Budlong, cc: to Jane Kember, from 
1 itohell Kersaan: 

ets out details on how the obstructi<" 
f justice is being handled in the Unite.. 
•t&tes. Guarcian’s Office. Concludes by 
elling Mo 3udlorg that t^ e overaLl cover 
story for Meisner and WolJe is being pre¬ 
pared for his final approve 1. 

relax to Ac Budlcng from Dick Weigand, 

)GIUS: 

Me: Silver [Wo3.fe]: Jus ice goi lg for 

Jrand Jury on Silver matter this month. Als 
Justice wanes to talk with Silver. Plan i 
to stall Grand Ju*y by Silver premise of tall 
in end of January. Handling is to get Silver 
briefed and drilled at l T S by BI and Lega.* 
to give Justice admissioi of guilt an 
back-up story if needed fr:a Herbert [Meisr 
Pjt currently at T ./W, specifically Tgt. 4 
N eed your ok on use of T gt . 4 to proceed . 




















/ 


Intention is with Silver drilled and 
bri< fed he can get Justice to irop Grand 
Jur; . Gr'.r.d Jury no; wanted as Silver 
ecu , d b e :;iv* n i3 sun.>ty then made to give 
dar T- il no 5 *.: Amendment rights after 
imfi n lty. V7.vn data from him could be 
use< to gy-r ; :s or TTe-’b LMeisner") or ev en 
use acainst "Silver if proved False. Tan 
I g t~ ycur telex OK or not OK on Tgt. 4 
so s ;o proceed , love, DCIUo. 


January 24, 197 ' T 
(L'xh. No. 19 hereto) 


January 24, 1977 
(Exh. No. 20 heieto) 


May 3, 1977 

(Exh. No. 21 hereto) 


In ‘©ply to :he above, Mo Budlong sends 
tel :x co Diclc tielg&nd, DGIUS: 

"Ta % get 4 on ay copy is to brief Silver 
on itory. This is GK but DGLV*W requires 
mor5 data on grand ;ury f s powers and has 
ask id DGIUS for same [A J If Sil rer [Wolfe] 
sts ;cs that he will plead guilty will 
Gra id Jury proceed? [B] Is Grand Jury 
goi lg for indictment on Silver or Murphy? 

[Cl If Silver is to plead guilty, why does 
he ised a story? [D] Also p*:r plan, if 
Mur oily [Meisner] is to plead ;uilty, why 
,dc< s he need a sto-y? Sure, y sequence 
is .is is arrested, goes to tr.al, pleads 
guilty ana is sentenced. Muct love, MO." 

In reply to the above, Dick W ligand telexes 
Mo Buclcng: 

n R< : Silver [Wolfe*. Reply io your Cs: 

(A If Silver plead;3 guilty, natter should 
no go to Grand Jury. This needs to be 
ve ified by Lagal. (B) Grand Jury is for 
Si ver. (C) Story for following: (Jrited 
St t es Att c -n ey ? s Office District of 
Co uabi a na.3 theory that Sil\ er and ? erb 
IE L . a •- " hoc uments for Church . 

Th r y vX.Tt ii t er sine what 5 liver w<3 up 
to l .nd will* w rap* charges if they determ ine 
th for/ r.wi t rue. A meeting Vith then was 
se; u o 7t"tcir request to gc over this . 

Si iver stem v_:‘o r mooting. Pirpose t\/ofold : 
to "provide t.r.e for legal ;o research 
ar i to sea i f U.S. Attorney ' s Office can 
be convince~ zo drop charges . Silver 
attorney predicts Silver wii:. be changed 
with impersonation and forg ry of I.D. 
ard trespass. Silver has icknowledged 
dcLng this. Di fficulties w )uld corns if 
hi wer e also charged with co is piracy and 
<5} ^ .nd Jury was used to try t ; develo p 
tl i s char .:- aimed at Church . (D) Murphy 
"[7 eisner /'i tory uould be nee led for same 
s. t. . . . 

Tc Mo Budlcng from DGIUS, Dick Weigand and 
G; eg Villardson, DDGIUS; reports on handling 
o: Meisner due to hLs lack of cooperation: 

e ve r.t ba c k to BT and organized a crew 
o g 7ys to handle the worst eventuaJities 














































D 



"We ivantually got tc [Meisner’s] at about 
2:15 a.a. , 30 April, and.Dick, Brian (SE 
Sec) and I vent in tc see [Mei; ner] first 
with the three guards ... H< rbert was 
quits upset about the- guards initially 
. . . [H]e was not going to al..ow guards 
staging with him. He then threatened ;hat 
ther he would have tc leave evun if he had 
to Lake a scene, including involving the 
polJ z* • . . . 


"At times throughout the above con- 
ver:ations the guards and I were searcning 
thr< ugh his belongings removing any materia: 
com ected with the Church or h^s notes on 
the scene; a:.d safeguarding dangerous im- 
plei ents lijce knives, razors, etc. 


May 2, 1977 

(Ilxh. No. 22 hereto) 


June 7, 1977 
(Exh. 23 hereto) 


"We then left at about 6-5:30 a.m. 
wit the guards in charge." 

To c Sudlonj from D3IUS, Dick Weiganc: 

". . The guards 3tayed with [Meisner] 

and are with him new. 

"Then on Saturday and Surday I had 
peo >le continue to 1: for a better 

pla:e to take him. Sunday a rlace was 
fou id and Brian and the guards tried to 
mo* 5 him. He refused and sair. he wou..d 
pull in all sort3 of trouble :f we tried 
| to jet him cut the c.oor. He was physically 
I LSI f rom th e bu ilding, an - i taken no 

/ ~ ::u Slic e wir e ne is sti .' 1 under 

f cor s tare watch . HIT auditing will hopefully 
be startec today as the auditor is ge;ting 
har.iled today . . . 

Letter (CSW) from DGIUS to Mo Budlong con¬ 
taining hanewritten approval oy Budloig: 
DG1US proposes a slight change in the cover 
stcry to be used by Meisner wien he turns 
hi: self in «.rter a year as a fugitive. He 
is to cl im that he found out he was wanted 
by calling his wife, instead of by calling 
j Wo fc. as wj.s originally the 3tory. Mo ap - 

• £11 v * 3 tr.e charge i n the cover story on 

* Ju e Ip . ~5"7 , writing: "This change i. f ; 

| fi 1 . io;sr MO 3" 

To Mo audio:?, cc: to Jane Kember, from 
Ci idy Haymonc: 

Mo (and Jane) are informed attached) 
th ;t Meisner has escaped and that B-l is 
developing programs, inter a!la, to provide 
a jovar for ‘his turning. 


*■* 

* 


:*f! 


June 22, 1977 
.Exh. No. 24 hereto) 




































’ /'f Thus, as the evidence showi, these defendants orches .rated an 
elaborate coverall, beginning ii June "575 and continuing through 
June 1977 and, nz doubt, there; ftcr. In fact, a signifi:ant part 
of the defense t ley presented at trial — their attach on tie 
integrity and rel. ability of Mi :hasl Mei.jner -- was foreshadowed in 
the "obstruction documents." They presented this Cour* with a 
shabby attempt at impeaching Me oner’s credibility by claiming that 
he stole money f *om the Churcl -- the same false claim they made 
against another former Sciento. ogist who had the courage to expose 
their crimes and thus fell v ctia to their fair game doctrine. 
Allard v. Church of Scientolog; o f California , !58 Cal. App. 3d ^39, 
U*9 Cal. Rptr. 7 97 (Ct. App. 1976), cert, denied , 97 S Ct. 1101 
("977). 

It is the : io defendants before the Court for sentencing who, 
along with their already conv:cttd and sentenced cohort Mary fue 
Hubbard, bear th s greatest deg*oe cf responsibility for the massive 
c:nspirscy to ot3truct justice which they jointly directed. While 
Cne others already convicted sf that offense (Henning Jeldt, Duke 
Snider, Gregory' Willardson, ! ichard Weigand, Cingy Ra/mond, und 
Gerald Bennett Volfe) indeed ceserved the punishment the r received, 
rue v_ ?ct_e .f _unde r r direct orders of Jar.* Xc-rbsr and Morris Budlon?, a 
factor appropriate for consideration by this Court in assessing the 
relative severity of the sentences th« t the defendants Xember and 
iudlong should eceive. 











Other CriaesCoESi ted by 


These Defendants 


.The defendan s* contentior. that thuy committed the crimes of 
which they stand convicted in order to protect their Charch from 
Government harrao ;ment collapses when one reviews a sample of the 
remaining document seized by ;he FBI during the execution of the 
two Los Angeles search varrai ts. If anything, these documen:s 
establish beyond question that the defendants, their convicted co¬ 
defendants, and their unindict d co-conspirators, as well as their 
organization, ccrsidered thems ;lves above the law. The/ believed 
that they had ca-te blanche to violate the rights of others, frame 
critics in order to destroy hem, burglarize private and pub]ic 
offices and steal documents outlining the strategy of individuals 
and organizations that the Chu*ch had sjed. These suits were filed 
by the Church fer the sole pu % pcse jaf v ^finanelaLly^hanki u-p-ting : ts 
q ~itic«3 =n d in order to create an atmosphere of feai^so t lat critics 
would shy away from exercisin ; tne First Asenimeni rights secured 


at 


'-zr** * - 




t hem by th e Con 3 :ltut ion. The defendants and toeir cohorts launc.ned 
vicious smear campaigns, spreading falsehoods against those tney 
perceived to be enemies of Sc ientology in order to discredit tnem 
and, in some instances, to cause chen to lose their employment. 
"heir targets included, among others, the American Medieal Asscci- 
stion (AMA), which had brandsc Sciantclogy f s practice of "dianetics" 
c.s "quackery"; ;he Better Bu ;ir.cds Bureau (B.3B), which sought to 


’]/ This is precisely how Scit ntoiegy 1 5 orioles viewed S< ientolo.'y’s 
activities. Newsweek , Novemter 20, 1 }78 at 133: n Th< Church of 

.Scientology rel.es on suits and petty harassment to register its 
complaints. In August, the Scientologists slapped a $1 million 
suit on the L03 Angeles Tines after :.c ran a series about the 
church. The Ti mes wasn r t ac used of .libel; rather, th( Scientolo¬ 
gists claimed chat the paper ccnspirec with the F3I and Justice 
Department to violate the church’s civil rights by pcisoning the 
atmosphere before a trial" >1* the nine convicted co-defendants. 
See also discussion, infra, r garding Scientology's laws Jits against 
its perceived r -enemy", Paulette Cooper. 

























CO c* , 'S*T , 5[m{ c* 


respond to priva:* citizens* i iquiries about t ;e course- offered 
by Scientology, newspapers which merely sought to report the news 
and inform the public, law firs a which repress?; ;ed_..indivl iuals ard 
organizations aga.nst whom Sci r.tology initiated law suits (often 
for the sole purpose of harrass; ent); private citizens who attempted 
to exercise their First Amende nt rights to criticize an organiza¬ 
tion whose tactics they cond'em. ed; and public officials vho sought 
tc carry out the duties for w lich they were elected or appointed 
ir. a fair and even-handed man ;c*r. To these defendants and their 
associates, howe* er, anyone w: o did not agree with then was con¬ 
sidered to be an enemy againsl whom th3 so-called "fair game doc¬ 
trine" could be invoked. All< rd v. Church of Scientology of Cal i¬ 
f ornia , supra , "hat doctrine >rovides that anyone perceived 
to be an enemy of Scientology cr a "suppressive person," "[m]ay be 
deprived of property or injured by any means ty'any Sc entolog-St 
without any discipline of the Scientologist. [He m]ay >e tricked, 

sued or lied tc or destroyed.* Id., 58 Cal. App. 3d at 4*3 n.1, 129 

3/ — 

Cal. Rptr. at 3 jO n.1. This policy, i.egether with the actions of 
these defendant:- who represent the very top leadership of the Church 
of Scientology, bring into q« estion their claim that t leir Church 
prohibited the • emmission of .llagal a cts • 

The United States submit! tnst the activities outlined in this 
.section show th» scope, bread h and se\arity o:‘ the crimes committed 


V This led t ie California Court of Appeals to state that "Any 
party whose ter.ets include lying and cheating in order to attack 
its •enemies’ cessrves the results of tha risk which such conduct 
entails." Id., 58 Cal. App. 3d at 452, 129 Cal. Rptr. at 805. 


Defendants, through one of their attorneys, have stated that 
he fair game ;g 11 c y , CA nULro) .ef_f e 11 a ft e c_tJ: iji d 4ct za n t 

—- ad the c onvlc :ior. r :r.c f irst_nine,,cc * 

efendants cla.m thatcTTcy 'was abrogated by .he Church’s 
oard of Directors in late » uly or early August, 1 980, only after 
he defendants personal at .ack on Judge Richey. T'anscrip: of 
apteaber 5, 1480, at 14. 
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we.'e minutes of ceetings betwe r. the AMA and the National MediCc.l 
Association; memo *anda of disc ssions with the federal lepartment 
of Health, Education and Welfars; and memoranda regarding the Joint 
Commission on th". Accreditation of Hospitals (JCAH) and the Co¬ 
ordinating Committee on Health Information (CCHI). 

Another covert operative wis placed in the Chicago heidquarters 
of the AMA in order to obtai 1 all documents on the CCHI. That 
agent, Sherry Heimann, a/k/a iberry Canavaro, a/k/a San ly Cooper, 
obtained all the e documents c.id relayed them to her huuband, co- 
dofendant Mitchell Hermann who was her case agent. (Exhibit No. 26 
hereto.) 

In theSprirgof 1975, Mr. Keisner received an order '.o covertly 
leak to the presc the numerous AMA docuo.ents which had be* n obtained 
in the District nf Columbia a d Chicago. That action w« s intended 
to provoke inveJtigations of the AMA's tax exempt status by 
Congressional Committees, the IHS, and the Federal Trade lommissinn. 
Pursuant to thess directives, !r. Meisnor was ts anonymously contact 
reporters and send them copies of these stolen documents. Newspapers 
subsequently referred to that anonymous source as "So:*e Throat." 

Defendants Kember and Bu long were kept constantly apprised of 
the operations concerning tbs AMA, and indeed encouraged these 
activities. Th is, for examp'e, on October 16, 1975, Jane Ken.ber 
told Henning He'.dt, in respo se to a report of his on October 7, 

1 975: "AMA: 5 ORE THROAT . . . Let ue know how this goes." GWW 
Lpg, p. 101, E;.h. No. 27 he: eto. And again on October 21, 1f'75, 
defendant Kember telexed to ieldt the cover story to be used by 
AMA infiltrators, if caught: 

Henning Re: Sore 1 nroat . . . David [Gaiman • 


77 (continuer from precedii g page) 

the AMA D.C." Co-defendant Raymond discussed the placement of 
Jodie Gumpert s a second c< vert agent at the AMA in :he District 
of Columbia, he.- 1 detection by the AMA, and her subsequent Infiltration 
of the Clearwater Chamber of Commerce.. 


(Til 


Rni 
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DGPRWW' has laid down 
enable i s to contain 
when tripped are Free 
portera just like any 
plants hemselves do 
•^be name . . . . We c 
tinual ffcrt to expo 
is a sm )kescreen to p 
^publistung. ... ML 


a strategy which is to 
he scene. Our plants 
cm invest.igative re- 
cther newspaper. The 
ct have to confess or 
n undercut AMA’s con- 
•e us by Indicating it 
'event Fr eedom from 
Jane 


GWW Log, p. 101, 2xh. No. 27 hereto. Likewise, on October 7, 1973, 


defendant Budlong telexed Weiga id, DGIUS: 

Dick, Sore Throat is an Intelligence natter. 
Nothing in your data indicates a situation 
requiring other Bure ?j assistance. Send full 
data on the scene beiore you hand Sore Throat 
matter over to anyom else. love, Mo 

DGIVV Log, p. 27, Exh. 27-A he; eto. 


Better Busir.ess 3ureau 


The infiltration of the Council of Better Business Bureaus 

(CBBB) began or. December 4, 1972, with the placement of Sherry 

Canavaro (later Sherry Hermanl, a/k/a Sandy Cooper) a;, a covert 

agent within th.ct organization (Docurent No. 16727.) Defendants 

Kember and Budlcng were inforn ed of Scientology’s covert operations 

within the CBBB and prospect: that the covert agent m:ght become 

the CBBB’s representative to the CCHI (Coordinating Conference on 

5/ 

health Information). (Exhibi No. 28 hereto). 

Mental Health Organizati rs. 

Guardian Ol der 1 21569 M iH (1) issued on December 15, IS 69, 
directed the infiltration of all mental health organiz itions both 
nationally and world-wide. ..xhibit No. 29 hereto. This Guardian 
Drder was carried out on a .umber of fronts by operatives of the 
Information Bureau headed by defendant Budlor.g. Thus -ocal mental 


5/ One of the functions o: the CCM was to coordii ate efforts 
against groups believed to \ roaote quackery. The defendants were 
successful in having their covert operative become the CEBB’s 
representative to two CCHI nestings, one of which she was able to 
tape. 



irn 


m\ 
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health organizations were infiltrated by covert operatives in Las 
Vegas and St. Levis. Indeed, tie Assistant Guardian for-Information 
in Las Vegas reported that^ja.w lathing possible was done to collect 
this data , every tnipg frpnLinC.1 tTOtrttrrr trc^s'trearlr^^ag^ta.eay.e^dlc^aping, 


etc. • • ." (Document No. 1333-•) 

Co-Defendant Sharon Thoma , was recruited as a covert operative 
in 1973 in the District of C >lumbia ty co-defendant S.iider, the 
Assistant Guardian. She was later assigned to infiltrate the 
American Psychla>rlc Associati o n (APA)^ Beginning in January 1974, 
co-defendant Heriann supervise co-defendant Thomas* A?A thefts. 
While in the A?.*, co-defenda. t Thomas stole documents regarding 
Scientology as wall as confide ntial files of the APA*s Ethics Com¬ 
mittee concerning complaints a jair.st psychiatrists, (Document Nos. 
8804 and 8805. ) These stolj \ doc uments werpi sent tc defendant 
udlons 


Moreover, G uardian Progrs n Order 1 238 (Exhibit No. ;,0 hereto), 
ssued by the ck fendant Kembe • and apt roved by the def« ndant B id- 
ong , had as its "major target:" 


To obt^ri'n^tfh’^ ^Formation necessary*^. 

/ to ^taif * the cor t rol , of. j N IMHj ^Nationa 1 

/ Institute of Mental ffealth] while at the 
l same time establishing the liras and re- 
^^ource 3 ^ to be use d r : n r taki ng ove r NIMH_. 

/.Iso included in that program were the infiltration of the Public 

^al tlx^Sexylce, the Food and )rug Administration, and tie Alcohol, 

Drug Abuse, and Mental Health Administration (ADAMHA). 


"Anti-Cult" Groups 

The Los Angeles-seized d xrusents set out a variety of actions 

instituted by t.ie defendants and thei- organization agiinst irdi- 

viduals and groups engaged ir so-called "anticult" activities. In 
* 

February 1977, Jane Kember pr ?c iulgated Guardia n Program Order 1017, 
entitled "ARM (Anti-Religion Movement' Clean Sweep" (Document No. 
13724), w hich hid been appro cd by defendant Budlong . That Guar- 
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dian Order called for the plac- sent of "covert agents" for "data 
collection lines" with anti-cull groups. (Id. at 1.) 


B._1 aw Firms 


As part of their criminal activities the defendants actively 
encouraged burglaries and theft: of documents from private law firms 
in Washington, D.C., and Los Aigeies. California, that represented 
private organizations sued by Scientology, including the law firm 
of Arent, Fox, Ki.ntner, Plotkir and Kahn, in D.C. 



At leastr^tir.-Se burglarie: ) were committee: during the earLy 


/: 


months of 1976 a-, the law offices of A*ent, Fox, Kintne', Plotkin 


■> * *\ - 


ard Kahn, who then represented the St. Petersburg Times ii a Scien¬ 
tology-initiated law suit. Iefendants Kember and Buclong were 

• *3=:- '—^ 

rogularly kept informed of tie results. In February and March 
1976 three entr l »s were made r. to the ^office of Jack Bray^and his 
secretary at the above-mention ;cl law firm, the first one by Riche.rd 
Kimmel, the acting Assistant Gu irdian fo * Information in t \e District 
of Columbia, and the second o e by Kimnel and Michael M< isner. On 
each occasion, documents out Lining tne law firm’s s:rategy in 
defending the law suit brou$ nt against, the St. Petersburg Tites 
sere taken. Sea Exhibit No. 3l\heroto, a telex fron defendant 
I'uke Snider to the World-Wide Guardian’s Office, dated 13 February 
1.976, setting cat informatio: obtained by Kimmel from Mr. Bray’s 
office. 


C. Private Ir.div .duals And Public Official: 


The defendants directed and encouraged a number of co/ert 
operations against private -ndividuaLs and public officials to 
destroy and dir-credit these persons because they had either at¬ 
tempted to exercise their 'irst Amendment rights t/ critizing 
Scientology or by attempting to carry out tneir duti(s as public 


officials 

















22 


Paulette Coo er 

As early as February 29, 1972, defendant Kember ha 1 written 

the DGIUS (then Isrry Milner) ;irecting that h€ find out informa¬ 
tion about Paulette Cooper so that she could be "handled" (Exh. 
No. 32 hereto). Paulette Cooj er is the author of The Scandal o f 
Scientology , a werk highly critical of Scientology. Kenber's in¬ 
terest in handlirg Cooper continued, ar.d her loyal workers in the 

United States carried out inc: edible schemes pursuant tn Kember's 

6 / - ---- 

directive. In M;.rch 1976, Mo fodlong's deputy, at World-Wide asked 

for details on un Operation ) vnamlts to be carried oi t against 

(/v/^T Crs? 

Paulette Cooper. The operation was delegated to the Northeast 
Information Bureau Secretary, with the directive to Report to 
WW."jj7xh. No. 33, DGIWW log book pp. 72 and 73^ Also in 19:6, 
tne highest ranking Scientologists in t.he United States, including 
at least six of the co-defends its (Keldt, Snider, Weigan*., Willa.-’d- 
son, Heramann, a id Raymond), d€ signed a s eries of plans in furtherance 
of the directives of cc-defe dants Kenber and Budlong, which lad 
as their goal Paulette Cooper * 3 imprisonment or commitment to 

a mental institution. 

In the Sprang of 1976 s .x separa te sche mes were d‘vised with 
the express purpose 

"To gc’t P.C. (Paule te Coope -) incarcerated 
in a mental institu ion or jail, or at least 
to hit her so hard ;hat she drops her attacks." 

[See Operation breakout dated 1 April 1976, Exhibit No. 3^ hereto; 

see also Exhibit No. 35.) "heir stated purpose was r [t]o remove 

?C [Paulette Cooper] from hei positior. of Powsr so that she cannot 

attack the C[hv.rch] of S[ci xtoiogy 3 . n The six separate schemes 


ZT 


additio l 


Kember f ; specific directive that Cooper 


Lor] both CS 
■5-rrL 0 rma"tl o n 


added) .* 


TBa^ y Suelj G5 heads for 

'^Jane". 0rc"er^*c an? Kember < ontaTrfi'cr^in 
StT;Tau*TTaT*r^g^V volume I Exh. No. 37_hereto (emphasis 
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ordered Mr. Meisnir to carry >ut an operation on Mayo * Cazares 

✓ 

/during his Washington trip -- hat operaton was to involve a fate 
hit-and-run accid nt. Sharon Thomas was to be the main participant 
in that operation. She was to ieet Mayo~ Cazares, drive 1im around 
town, and at a predetermined li cation stage a hit-and-rur accident 
v with Mr. Meisner is the "victin." 

On March 1*. 1976, Thomas 'offered to show Mayor Cazares tie 


\ w 


town. During that drive, Thom, s, who was driving, stage; her fa<e 

hit-and-run accident in Rock (reek Part;, hitting Michae . Meisner. 

She drove on without reportirg the accident to the pc lice. Of 

course, Thomas k.-iew that no he rm had bnen caused to the "victim." 

/"Exhibit No. 39 hereto). Iri a report dated March 15 , 1976 , to 

defendant Morris Budlong , Welg md apprised Bud!ong of the incident 

arid discussed Scientolog • could use that " fake ' accident 

a gainst Mayor Ca zares and con l uaod th it n I should thin < that t he 

I M - iyor f s politica . days are at m end ." ‘(Id. at 2.) 

On June 6 , 1976, Jane M ember p roaulgat ed Guardi in Program 

O rder 398 , ent^ -led ^ Mayor C i zares H andling Project . ^ 1 Its £_j_r- 

p ose was ! t to r e aove Cazares V^om^ z n ^ ^posJLtio^_froa^wh Lch_hcan 

inhibit the expension of Scie rsologv" and called for, « aong ot.ier 
- ■ A — — . - —— * 



things: (T) currying "out a covert campaign to create strife be¬ 

tween Cazs.res aad the City C-mmission*; and (2) placir g a covert 
eperative in hi.i Congressional campaign organization, jetting the 
operative "as highly placed 13 possible. Use this operative to 
collect data on planned acti 'ities and feed this to P* and Legal 
to carry out operations to ' amper the effectiveness < f the cam¬ 
paign . . • (Exhibit No 40 hereto.) On Novemb* r 3, 1976, 

unindicted co-c inspirator Jo \ Lisa informed co-defen lant Sn.tder 
that Mayor Cazares had been iefeated in the Congressional rac<; as 
a result of the iaplecentatic n of defendant Jane Kembe ''sGuariian 


Program Order 398, and the otnsr Sciertology actions wh „ch included 


n Cp]hone calls" . . . spreadij Ins s_ca lontribu ting 
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to disorganization in his campsign 
Celebrities 


(Document No, 1491.) 


On January 1976, defe idant Jane Kembor i ssued Guardian 

Order 1361-3 which called for the theft of Los Angeles IRS In¬ 
telligence files on "celebriti jsi, politicians and big names." In 
complete disregard for the rights of these individuals, June Kember 
directed that the stolen information be published. (Document No. 
11513-) In fact IRS files oi former. Cal- 


Brown, current C.-.lifornia Governor Edmund Brown, Jr., Los Angeles 


Mayor Tom Bradle y and his w ife ^ aruLJEjc&luk Sinatra were ^ colen from 
the IRS N Los Angeles offices md disclosed t^e^,>»es 3. (Docu- 

a ^— * *** ** * T -<irw 

ment Nos. 11514, 1546, and 1541.) 


D. Newspapers 


The defendants and their organization mounted a head-on assault 
upon newspapers that had been critical of Scientology, "hey infil¬ 
trated newspapers and, in oth ;r instances, without disc .osing that 
they were associated with Scijntology, planted stories >f interest 
to their organisation. For the sake of brevity, we wil . cite jost 
one example. 

In November- 1975, defend .nt Willardson ordered Michael Meisner 
1.0 send three District of Columbia covert agents to Clearwater. One 
of the operatives sent to Cl<arvater was June Byrne, tie blown AMA 


T7 These are o \t four exampl s of the numerous operatic is conducted 
Tgainst privats citizens and oublic officials. A review of the do- 
:uaents seized in Los Angels shows the incredible scope of these 
operations. 

] In fact, in order to help determine what individual! and groups 

/ to develop operations against, the files of ,^h e Vorld-V ,d e j I nf o rma- 
* tion Bureau, which defense wi :ness Sheila Chaleff so fonily referred 
Files," are divic ed into eight "enemy" clas Jif icati ons, 
depending upon the particul .r degree of "suppressive ness" wnich 
the Guardian’s Office percei.es in its "enemies." Amo ig the eight 
& classifications are "traitor w "enemy," and "international enemy." 
8 The latter category includes such e£Ous|J_ greups as_ the 

■j Europea n League_for Human R~ ghts t f the World CouncfT^>f^lCffurcKes*I 

) J the UnITed Nations, ancT~€ne ~WorldT Federation for Mei tal Health. 
/ ^Exh. No. 41 hereto. 




* 
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agent. In Clearwi .er, Ms. Byrne infiltrated the Clearwater Sun and 
provided Scientolcgy almost dail f reports on the activitie;; of tha; 
newspaper, _all of hich were for* arde_d_to_ defen dants _Kember ^d^B^d- 
Iong_(See e.g., Documents Nos. 17988, 17991, 17995, 179S 6, 18005 
which cover less t.ian a two-week period.) She remained as Scientol¬ 
ogy^ covert operative at the Sun until late 1976 when she was 
withdrawn out of tear that her i over had been blown. 

E. State and Loc 1 Governnent Agencies 

Numerous staue and local Government agencies throughout tte 

United States wens targeted foi infiltration by the deferdants and 

the Guardians Office. These infiltrations and thefts were called 

for by two programs promulga;ed by Jane Kember — Guardian 

Program Order 30f, which was ..Iso approved by defendant Budlon.j, 

and Guardian Order 1080. Guar .ian Prog ram 30 2, Government ExhibLt 

67 at trial, ordered the infil ration of of all Governme ital agei- 

cies that refuse:, to acquiesce to Scientology’s demand 'or access 
1C/ 

tc their files. 

On March 4, 1974, defend r..t Jane Kember issued GC 1080, an 

umbrella program ordering the infiltration of the Cali'ornia At¬ 
torney General's Office and a 1 local district attorney's offices 
in California. ^Exhibit No. 2 hereto.) On January 1! , 1976, a 
sub-project of CO 1080 regar< ing the Los Ang eles Office of _ the 
California Attorney General wa . promulgated. It directec that that 
office be infiltrated "through any way or means and then locate and 
obtain full copiss of any and all file3 on the C of S, C of S in¬ 
vestigations, etc." (Document Ho. 1317 at 13-15.) On February 12, 

10/ ’Thus, pursuant to GPgsQ ;D2, Deac Finn, the Assistant Guardian 
Tor Information in New Englanc (AGI NE), wrote on June 8 1976, re¬ 

questing Weiganc’s approval J or Finn’3 project to inf ltrate the 
Suffolk County District Attorney’s Office (Document No. 1535, p. 2). 
S ee also Document No. 21703 e Vtitlec " Pro lect Owl” whi< h sets out 
co-defendant Hermann’s plans ’or suctT infiltration in 'esponse to 
the planned investigation of the Church for criminal f *aud and of 
cne of its memters for kidnap] ing. 
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we."e jointly entitled "Operati ;n freakcut." In its initial fo '2 
Operation Freakoj; had three dlrferent plans. The first required a 
woman to imitate .’aulette Coope r'3 voice and make telephone threats 
to Arab Consulates in New York, The second scheme involved mailing 
a threatening letter to an Ar« b Consulate in 3uch a fauhion that 
it would appear .0 have been <one by Paulette Cooper. Finally, a 
Scientology fielc staff member was to impersonate Paule'te Cooper 
at a laundry anc. threaten the 1 resident and then Secretary of State 
Henry Kissinger. A second ScLentoiogist would thereaf er advise 
the FBI of the threat. 


Two additional plans to 0 eration Freakout were added on April 
1;>, 1976. The fourth plan cal Led for Scientology field staff mem¬ 
bers who had ingratiated themselves with Cooper to gather informa¬ 
tion from Cooper so Scientology could assess the success of the 
first three plans. The fifth plan was for a Scientologist to warn 
an Arab Consulate by telephone that Paulette Cooper had been talk¬ 
ing about bombing them. 

The sixth r .nd final par ; of Operation Freakout nailed for 

Scisntogists to obtain Paulette Cooper’s fingerprints cn a blank 

piece of oaper, type a three tenin£ letter tc Kissinger on that 
77 

paper, and mail it. 

77 Tne sixth “plan Sears a listinct resemblance to a scheme of 
Scientologists in 1972 and 19 TB against Paulette Coope In 197 2 

Scientologists c btained..?aule J,e._Copper r s fingerprints on a blank 

t fece" oT‘''pacer.1 t yped two_bor b_ threat” letters t .cn. that^, and^another 

f Tece o f paper;—'srentT^fh’e threats to .Scientology offices _iri New 
^ ork t| and Then ^.’cTvisecr’the^ F I XZk ha.t 1 t1 vesL.had. received the- threats 
l .nd that ob ey ~iay_have^ come^ *rom_Co,Qper. Paulette Cooper was in- 
c.ictea in the South ern 01 s tr Lot of New York in 1973 for making 
these throats. An order Hoi*e Prosequi was Filed on that indict- 
nent in 1975. As Bruce Sayn r.d/Randy Wirdmert noted ia his April 

:.3, 1976 "CSW" to Weigand, w ilch Veigana approved, the sixth plan 

of Operation Froakout was litely to prove effective sirce the same 
kind of scheme against Cooper had worked in the past. 


Ni 

(Document 


Attached is approve 1 Operation Freakcut. 
This additional cha inel [the sixth plan] 
should really have ier put a » T £y. Worked 
with all the other The F . 3, I. , 

already think she-ff s ally did-the boc b 
thre a ds on the C of Is [Churon of Sc: en- 
toiog/T: * 

No. 1 1423)• 
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On March 31- 1976, defenda t Kember telexed Henning leldt con¬ 


i' 

> JiLuimUiUliiiiiiiiiiiJ• J: rl 




cerning Ms. Cooper: 


PC 

paying 
[prese.i 
tacted 
that we 
we can 
legal 
if she 
on her 
don’t w 


brutal 
centre t. 


[Paulette Coo )«r] is still resisting 
.he money but .he judgment stands in PT 
; time] .... [3/] Have her lavyer 

ind also arran for PC to get the data 
can wait for ier to turn up publicly so 
slap the writs on her. If you want 
iocs, from her 9 we will provide. Then 
still declines to come we slap the writs 
before she reaches CW [Clearwater] as we 
ant to be seer publically [sic! being 
to such a pat! S tic Victim from a con - 
ion camp. 


con- 


GVW Log, p. 131 (Exh. No. 36 hereto.) 

Gabriel Car? res 

When Scientology first de :ided to .set up a base in Clearwater, 
Florida, in lata 1975, it did so using the cover name af "United 
Churches of Florida" (UCF) with no outward connection to Scien¬ 
tology. Gabriel Cazares, who was Clearwater’s Mayor, campaigned 
for the disclosure of the tr <s purposes of the UCF. When UC V ’s 
connections to Scientology w< re uncovered, Mayor Cazares became 
highly critical of Scientology. Because of his criticism, Ma/or 
^/'Cazares was targeted by the CSardian’s Office and its Information 

/ Bureau and covert operations designed to remove him from office 
\ 

\ kere ordered. 

To that eni, in early M rch 1976, co-defendant Hermann noti¬ 
fied co-defendant Snider that Mayer Cazares was about ;o attend a 
Mayor’s Confere.ee in Washin ton, D.C., on March 13-1", and that 
Assistant Guardian for Informs ticn in Clearwater, Joe Li ia, was for¬ 
mulating a covert operation to claim that Mayor Ca 2 ares had a 
mistress. (Exhibit No. 38 I ereto.) Shortlj thereafter, Hermann 


J7 Cooper has"been sued by the Church cf Scientology on numerous 
occasions and in many jurisdLotions around the world. Since 1970 
the Church of Scientology he 3 filed j li x law suits _in t iree foreign 
countries and numerous law* jits in the UnT££d" Store’s against 
“Co^Tpsr :—Js of DerC"eaB*er“ 1975 ,—wtth~~the 'exception' of t iree foreign 
lawsuits and a counterclaim In an Amurican lawsuit, all of the 
actions had been dismissed. 
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ordered Mr. Meisnjr to carry nit an operation on Mayo." Cazares 

✓ 

/during his Washington trip -- 'hat operaton was to involve a fate 
hit-and-run accid nt. Sharon Thomas was to be the main participant 
in that operation. She was to icet Mayo~ Cazares, drive 1 im around 
town, and at a predetermined It cation stage a hit-and-rur accident 
v with Mr. Meisner as the "victin." 

On March 1*. 1976, Thomas 'offered to show Mayor Cazares tie 


V 


town. During that drive, Thom, s, who was driving, stage; her fa<e 
hit-and-run accident in Rock (reek Park, hitting Michae . Meisner. 
She drove on without reportirg the accident to the pc lice. Of 

course, Thomas knew that no he rm had been caused to the "victim." 
(Exhibit No. 39 hereto). Ln a report dated March 15 , 1976 , to 
defendant Morris Budlong , Weig ind apprised Budlong of th e incident 
arid discussed trj* Scientolog _ could use that_ "fake 1 accident 
a gainst Mayor Cazares and con l udod th it "I should thin .< that 1 he 
M ivor T s politics . days are at in end ." '(Id. at 2.) 
j. 0n_ June _6, 1976, Jane M ember p romulgat 3d Guardi in Program 


'O rder 39 8 , ent^ -led Q Mayor C r zares H andling Project . ^ 1 Its p_£r- 
p ose was ft to re zeve Cazzres 'v os n^ jpo sjktio Lch_hcan 
i nhibit the exp c nslon of Scij r solpgy " and called for, « nong ot.ier 


things: (T) ca 'Tying "out a covert campaign to create strife be¬ 
tween Cazs.res a:.d the City C emission ’; and (2) placir g a covert 
eperative in hi 3 Congressional campaign organization, petting the 


operative "as highly placed is possible. Use this operative to 
collect data on planned acti 'ities and feed this to P t and Lc gal 
to carry out operations to .* amper the effectiveness <f the c am¬ 
paign • . • .* (Exhibit No ^0 hereto.) On November 3, 1976, 

unindicted co-c inspirator Jo : Lisa informed co-defen iant Sn:.der 
:hat Mayor Cazares had been iefeated in the Congressional raco as 
1 result of the laplementatic n of defendant Jane Kembe -Js Gu arilan 
Program Order 398, and the otnsr Scientology actions wh k ch included 
" [p 3hone calls" ^ . . spreadij r.s^ lnsl,d_e_hls_camp.^ iontrl bu ting 
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t^jjlsorganizatiou in his camp< Ign . . . ." (Document No. 1-491 • ) 

Celebrities 

On January 1976, defe idant _jJar.e Kembor ^ issued Guardian 

Order 1361-3 which called for the theft of Los Angeles IRS In¬ 
telligence files on "celebriti js, politicians and big names." In 
complete disregari for the rights of these individuals, Jane Kember 
directed that the stolen information b<3 published. (Document No. 
11513*) In fact IRS files oi former^ Calif or 

Brown, current California Governor Edmund Brown, Jr., Los Angeles 

Hm'i »- ■ — —* ** *• . ■***«—^ — — I TCT*«W T>» . «a— n ^-V». ^^,1,1 

Ms.yor Tom Bradle y and h i s _w if e ^ aridJEr&jJc _£ijaatra~ were ^ colen from 
the IRS* Los Angeles offices ind disclosed to^t^e^.j^es3. (Docu- 
ment Nos. 11514, 1546, and 154 i.) 

D. Newspapers 

The defends its and their * rganizatfon mounted a head-on assault 
upon newspapers that had been critical of Scientology, '’hey infil¬ 
trated newspapers and, in oth .r instances, without disc .osing teat 
they were associated with Scirntology, planted stories of interest 
to their organisation. For tie sake of brevity, we wil . cite jjst 
cne example. 

In November- 1975, defend .rt Willardson ordered Michael Meisner 
to send three District of Columbia covert agents to Clearwater. One 
of the operatives sent to Clearwater was June Byrne, tie blown AMA 


T7 xhsse are o\t four exampl s of the numerous operatio is conducted 
Tgainst private citizens and niblic officials. A review of the do¬ 
cuments seized In Los Angela shows the incredible scope of these 
eperations. 


In fact, in order to help 
to develop operations against 
tion Bureau, which defense wi 
Files," are divic 
depending upon the particul 
the Guardian’s Office perceii 
jclassifications are "traitor 
i?he latter category include 
; E uropean Lea guy^Xpj^Human R- 
theunTted Nations, an3"~£ne 
Exh. No. 41 hereto. 


determine what individual 
, the files of ^h g _Vocl.drW 
mess Sheila Chaleff so fon 
ed into eight "enemy" clas 
.r degree of "suppressive 
es in its "enemies." Amo 
" "enemy," and "internati 
s such "Jtjlgache jrous^"_ gre 
jr hts ^ _the World CouncTF^ 


< Li V O » I. 

"flortd 


Federation for Hei 


j and groups 
._d e ^I nf o rm a - 
i ly^reTe rre d 
jificatiens, 
ness" wnich 
ig the eight 
cnal enemy." 
ups as the 
> rCfrurc Ke 
tal Health. 























agent. In Clearwa .er, Ms. Byrne infiltrated the Clearwater Sun and 


provided Scientolcgy almost dail/ reports on the activities of tha; 
newspaper, _all of hlch were for* a rded_ to_ defen dants Kember 1 Bud- 
long_(See e.g. , Documents Nos. 17988, 17991, 17995, 179S6, 1800S 
which cover less t.ian a two-week period.) She remained as Scientol¬ 
ogy T s covert operative at the S un until late 1976 when she was 
withdrawn out of tear that her «over had been blown. 

E. State and Loc 1 Government Agencies 

Numerous stale and local government agencies throujhout the 
United States wera targeted foi infiltration by the deferdants and 
the Guardian’s Office. These infiltrations and thefts were called 
for by two programs promulga;ed by Jane Kember — Guardian 
Program Order 30T, which was ..Iso approved by defendant Budlon.j, 
and Guardian Order 1080. Guar .ian Prog ram 30 2, Government ExhibLt 
67 at trial, ordered the infil ration o:f of all Governme ital agen¬ 
cies that refuser, to acquiesce to Scientology’s demand % or access 
1C/ 

tc their files." 

On March 4, 1974, defend r.t Jane Kember issued GC 1080, an 

umbrella program ordering the j.nfiltra:ion of the Cali'ornia At¬ 

torney General’s Office and a 1 local district attorney’s offices 
in California. (Exhibit No. 2 hereto.) On January 1[ , 1976, a 
sub-project of CO 1080 regar< ing the Los Ang eles Office of he 
California Attorney General wa • promulgated. It directec that that 
office be infiltrated "through any way or means and then locate and 

obtain full copiss of any and ail fileB on the C of S, Z of S in¬ 

vestigations, etc.” (Document No. 1317 at 13-15.) On February 12, 

107 thus, pursu ant to GPgmO ;D2, Deac Finn, the Assists it Guardian 
T or Information Ln New Englanc (AGI NE), wrote on June 8 1976, re¬ 

questing Weigarc’s approval lor Finn’3 project to infiltrate the 
Suffolk County District Attorney's C*ffi:e (Document No. 1 535, p. 2). 
S ee also Document No. 21703 € v:itled j^Pr o lect Owl" whi< h sets out 
co-defendant Hermann’s plans ’or such' - infiltration in % esponse to 
the planned investigation of :he Church for criminal f *aud and of 
cne of its memttrs for kidnapjing. 
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1976, it was repo.* ed that keys o the Attorney Ge neral i oTlce ha d 
been obtained. document No. 1; L<3 at 2.) Co-defendant Welland also 
outlined for the >enefit of de 'endant Budlong the progress of GD 
1080, appending excerpted stoler data prepared by defendant Raym ond. 
(Document No. 1321; See also Document No. 1336 -- a similar letter 
from defendant Willardson to delandant Keober, routed through defen¬ 
dants Heldt, Weigc.nd and Budlon;.) 

On August 10 1976, compliance was reported to Guardian Progra.m 

Order 302 as it »ertained to 'he Los Angeles District /ttorney’s 

Office. (Documen; No. 149; Do aiments Nos. 11591-11595 are copies 

/ 

of documents stolen from that <ffice.) On that same date, compli¬ 
ance was reportec with Guardi, n Order 1080 and Guardian Program 
Order 302 as far as the Yolo C >unty District Attorneys (ffice was 
concerned. (Document No. 813.) 

F. Other Federal Government Agen- 
cles and the I n lted Nations 

Among other direct orders: issued by Jane Kember c» lling for 
i] legal operations against ot*sr Government agencies an I interna¬ 
tional organizations, to be carried out by Mo Budlong and his In¬ 
formation Bureau : are the foil >ving: 

1. Guardian Order 1344 , issued October 10, 1974 (Exh. No. 43 

hereto), called for penetratioi of and theft of documents from the 
llth District Coj.st Guard Intelligence and the National Headquarters 
of Coast Guard Intelligence, Washington, D.C. The p -ogram vas 
carried out by, inter alia , the placement of co-defendant Sharon 
Thomas as Scientology f s cover- operative at the Coast Gi ard (pr.or 
to her employmait at the De >artment of Justice). Dike Snider 
makes the following cryptic lotation on the cover sh ?et of the 
G.O.: "Jane alto telexed and mentioned that the BI targets are to 

be done and not just left up :n the air." (Exh. No. 43). 

2. Guarc r an Programme ( r der 283 , issued February 24, 1976 
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(Exh. No, 44 hereto), which w»a proposed by co-defend&nt Cindy 
Raymond, aDDrovec bv Morris 3u lion*, and issued. by _Jan^ Kember, 


hac the following over all n P .an: To penetrate the U1 [United 



predict and handle anything th it; may scop the acceptance of oi r 
submissions to V e U.N." Lat ;r documents indicate Scientology 


recruited an FSM to apply for a job as a security gua *d at the 

U.N. 


3, Guardian Programme Ore ?r 407 , Issued June 9, 3 976 (Exn. 

No. 45 hereto), sjbtitled "Off che Hook", and issued by J me Kembsr 
two days before leisner and W lfe were confronted in this Court¬ 
house, called for getting "Sci mtology in all its aspect 3 'off the 
hcok' with the IJ-S . . . Ti e means t.o be used included "monitor 

IFS handling of audit on 1361 lines" c.nd "ensure 1361 Collection 
Line keeps close watch on are i of IRS concerned with L tH tax re¬ 
turns. . . ." 
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VI 

Comparative Roles < f These Defendants and 
the Previously C. n victed Co-Defendants 

The defendan'. Jane Xember was, during the periods relevant 
to the charges o ’ which she ■ as convicted, the Guardic n World- 
Wide of the Church of Scieng< logy. Her principal rol? was to 
"protect" and "defend" Sciento ogy from all persons and organiza¬ 
tions, private ar.d governments., whom .Scientology viewed or per¬ 
ceived as its er.emies. As s ich — after L. Ron Hubbard (the 
Founder and Commodore), and Mary Sue Hubbard (the Deputy Commodore, 
Controller, and Commodore Staif Guardian) ~ she was siperior In 
authority to everyone else wi hin the Guardian* s Office. By the 
defense’s own witnesses this Court was told that the defendant 
Kamber ruled with an iron hard the whole Guardian’s 0: fice net¬ 
work which stretched through l ozens of countries i n al.iost every 
continent in the world. _ 

Prior to assuming her po ition as Guardian World-Wide in the 
l ate 196 0s, the defendant Kemtsr serves as the Deputy Guardian for 
Intelligence (la;er renamed I iformatio i) World-Wide -- a position 

a ssumed — , by her lo aj,_an<i_ha.r<L.yQrXin^depu x.. ancl I10W 

co-defendant — Mo rris Bud lon Thus, both defendants Kember and 
Budlong are lone-standing, ccamitted and dedicated high officials 
yef the Guardian’s Office. It was unchallenged at their trial 
that these two defendants to k a leac.ing role in evei y endeavor 
of the Guardian s Office. Thjy drafted, reviewed and issued every 
order which commanded the ccamission of criminal acts They de¬ 
manded total ar.d absolute 1< yalty and obedience from their sub¬ 
ordinates, awar ded the m when they obtained it, punished them vhen 
they did not. They demande to be kept informed of every move 
made by their underlings th *ough an elaborate systen of weekly 
reports and emergency telex sassages when the need aros i. 





















Cor elusion 


The above recitation of e/idence establishes beyond dispute 
the massive and insidious natur .* of the crimes these two cefendants 
engaged in over ti e years. It a L30 puts to rest their protestation, 
articulated by Mary Sue Hubbar . from the witness stand, that they 
only burglarized Government, ofiices and stole Government documents 
because of some imaginary Govei nmental tarrassnn-.nt campaign against 
them. 

The brazen and persisteit burglaries and thefts directed 
against the United States Government were but one minor aspect of 
the defendants* vanton assault upon the laws of this country. The 
Well-orchestrated campaign to ;hwart the federal Grand Jury inves¬ 
tigation by destroying evidence, giving false evidence in response 

to a grand jury subpoena, ' arboring a fugitive, ki dnapping _a 

c rucial witne ss, preparing ar elabora;e cover-up stor ', and as¬ 
sisting in the giving of , fa : se_2Lta.t em^ntsounder, oath shows ;he 

contempt which ;hese defendants had for the judicial system of 
this country. Their total disregard for the laws is f irther made 
clear by the criminal^ campaigns of villifi^cation v ,,J)&riia^ie^and 
t.hefts which they carried out igainst private and public individuals 
and organizations, carefully documented in minute detail. One can 

wond er_ab c Jt the crimes set fort h jLn the^ docum^o t,s n 



in their "Red 3ox** data. T lat these defendants were willing to 
frame their critics to the joint of giving false testimony under 
oath against them, and havi tg them arrested and indicted speaks 
legion for their disdain fo: the rule of law. Indeed, they ar¬ 


rogantly placec themselves a>ove the lav meting out their personal 
brand of punisnaent to tho si "guilty** of opposing tl eir selfish 
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The crimes committed by tJ ese defniants is of a breadth and 
scope previously unheard. No fc lilding, office, desk, or files was 
safe from their snooping and frying. to individual or organiza¬ 
tion was free from their des; leable scheming and warped minds.. 

The tools of their t rade _w eg&_ mjjxiAtjjre _ . t ransmitters, loc k pick ;., 

# 

s ecret codes, forged credential s, and any other devices they found 
necessary to carry out their heLnous schemes. It is interesting to 
note that the Founder of their r rganizatton, unindicted co-conspira¬ 
tor L. Ron Hubbard, wrote in hi., dictionary entitled "Modern Manage¬ 
ment Technology lefined" that truth is what is true for you," and 
"illegal" is that which is "ccntrary tc> statistics or policy" and 
not pursuant to Scientology’s "approved program." Thus with the 
Feunder-Conmodorc's blessings .hey could wantonly commit crimes as 
long as it was in the interest of Scientology. 

These defendants rewardec criminal, activities that ended in 
success and sternly rebuked t cose that, failed. The standards of 
human conduct erbodied in su<h practices represent no less than 
the.absolute pe version of a vj known ethical value system. In 
view of this, it defies the iaagination that these defeidants hive 
the unmitigated audacity to icek to defend their actions in the 
name of "religicn." That there defendants now attempt .0 hide be¬ 
hind the sacred principles )1 % freedom of religion, freedom of 
speech and the light to priva y -- which principles they repeatedly 
demonstrated a /illingness to violate with impunity — adds insult 
to the injuries /hich they hav inflicted on every element of society. 

. These defeidants, their co-conspirators, their organizatton, 
and any other .ndividual or group that might consider committing 
similar crimes, must be given a clear and convincing message; 
criminal activi ;ies of the :ypes engaged in here si all not be 
tolerated by cur society. 

Moreover, rfe submit tha ; in imposing any sentence upon these 
two defendants. the Court sho ild consider the deterrent effect which 










I 
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a severe sentence will have u >on others — besides the defendant 
Jane Kember who apparen tly r< m ain 3 ^h s Guard.1 an, _^Wo rid -Wide, all 
other members of the Guardian ’j Office, an d^L. Ron Hubbarfl 
t ig ultimate resjonslble autho *:.ty. _It is clear from the press r e- 

1 sa^ses issued by Scientology follcwi r. t he jury’s jv e^ dlct^ and 

their vicious a ctions against another member of ^this^JTour t,, t hat 
t hey ha^vg. v^t tc a ^earn .the, err g.^s^^t^ejir crim i nal wa ys » 

The United States submits that the only appropriate punish¬ 
ment in this case, the only cne that is in the best interest of 

justice and the public, is 1 substantial term of incarceration 
for each of the two defendant;, now before the Court. 

Moreover, we submit that there in no reason whatsoever urder 
18 U.S. Code § 3148, why the .e two defendant should no; be der ied 
bail pending ary appeal the; wish tc take* Both defendants are 
Ln -this country solely for trial and the service of any sentence 

imposed by this Court, pur<uant to an extradition order from 

the Government of the Unite; Kingdom. Following the service of 
their sentences, they will return to the United Kingdom. They 
are not employed in the United States, and, indeed, in at least 
the case of defendant Kember cannot be so employed. Thus, the only 
questions which remain are, in the words of 18 U.S. Code § 31^8, 

whether 

[a] person • . . w 10 has been convicted of an 
offense and . • . *c.s filed an appeal . . • 

[presents] a risk cf flight or danger . . . 
or if it appears t iat an appeal is frivolous 
or taken for delay. • . . 

We submit that in the : nstar.t case, any appeal tr.ken by ;hese 
two defendants will be friv lous and taken only for the purpose of 
delaying the ultimate day of judgment. The only real Issues raised 
by the defendants involved tie challenge to the jurisdiction of this 
Court over the burglary charges, arc whether they ha<. standing to 
challenge the searches of ;he two Guardian’: Office premises in 
Los Ar.geles, California. T e Court of Appeals has already, fer all 
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practical purpose:., resolved a-ainst thee the former insue. In. 
Re: United State, v. Kesber (M . ry Sue Hibbard, it al ., -appellant:.), 

D.C. Cir. Nos. 5J-2329 to 80- 2332 (decided November 2 4, 1980.', 

slip op. at 11. /s for the star ding issue, it ha3 been conclusively 
resolved against the defendants, as thin Court pointed oit, by the 
Supreme Court. Additionally, ‘.he defendants, international crimi¬ 
nals, whose danger to the cotmunity tne evidence overwhelmingly 
bears out, have Veen convicted of serious charges carrying severe 
penalties and now present a gr<at risk cf flight. Thus, ve submit, 
defendants shoulc be denied bail pending appeal. 


Respectfully submitted, 





Assistant United States Attorney 
















I HEREBY CHf.riFY, that a copy of the foregoing i entenci: g 
Memorandum has tcan mailed to F* Kanneih Mundy, Esquir , 1850 K 

Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006 and John Shorter, Esquire, 
Mitchell, Snorter, & Gartrell, 

D.C*, 20001, this 16th day e: 0 

Tj $ANOui\ 

Assistanjt United State 3 Attorney 










